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 Hurricane Katrina Lesson Plan 
 

Central Historical Question: 
What sources are trustworthy for learning about the effects of Hurricane Katrina? 

 
 
Materials:  

• Hurricane Katrina PowerPoint 
• Links to sources A-C 
• Copies of Hurricane Katrina Graphic Organizer 

 
Plan of Instruction: 
 

1. Introduction: Use Hurricane Katrina PowerPoint to introduce the lesson.  
 
Slide 2: Hurricane Katrina. In the early morning of August 29, 2005, a Category 3 
hurricane named Katrina hit the Gulf Coast of the United States. (Note – Katrina 
had been a Category 5 hurricane but weakened as it made landfall.)  
 
Slide 3: Storm Damage. The effects of the storm were devastating. The Federal 
Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) estimated that it was the costliest 
storm to ever hit the United States, causing over $100 billion in damage. 
Hundreds of thousands of people in Louisiana and Mississippi were left 
homeless by the storm. It was also one of the deadliest natural disasters in U.S. 
history, with over 1200 people killed directly by the storm; hundreds more died 
from illnesses and the effects of homelessness in the months following the storm.  
 
Slide 4: New Orleans. Katrina was especially devastating to the city of New 
Orleans. The city is surrounded by water, and over half of it lies below sea level. 
The water surrounding the city is held back by levees and floodwalls – most of 
which were built and maintained by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. Katrina’s 
storm surge (or rise in water levels) caused failures in the levees, resulting in 
widespread flooding in the low-lying areas of the city. The poorest areas of the 
city were impacted the most, particularly the predominantly African American 
region of the city known as the Lower Ninth Ward. Many residents of the 
neighborhood did not have the resources necessary to follow the mandatory 
evacuation order, which was given only 30 hours prior to the expected landfall of 
the storm. These residents were not given a way to evacuate the city. As a result, 
many drowned or were left stranded in the flood.  
 
Observers around the world were horrified by the carnage of the hurricane, and 
many wondered why New Orleans’ most vulnerable residents were left to fend for 
themselves. Some blamed George W. Bush’s administration and the federal 
agencies charged with responding to natural disasters, claiming that the federal 
response was slow and inept. Others blamed the city government of New 
Orleans and the state government of Louisiana for insufficient preparation.  
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Slide 5: Central Historical Question. Katrina and its aftermath remain 
controversial, and the effects of the storm are still felt in Louisiana. Today we are 
going to look at three sources that make claims about the long-term effects of 
Katrina on the Gulf Coast and ask ourselves: What sources of information are 
trustworthy for leaning about the effects of Hurricane Katrina? 
 
Slide 6: Do I trust this source? When evaluating information online, it is important 
to consider whether the person or group providing the information is trustworthy. 
It is useful to ask some basic questions of a source before accepting what they 
say as truth.  
 
Slide 7: Who made the source? First, it’s important to always ask who made the 
source. Try to find out as much reliable information as you can about the person 
or group that made the site or posted the information you are looking at. If a 
source is reliable, you will typically be able to find information about it. If you can’t 
find anything about a source, it could be a red flag that the person or group is 
trying to conceal their identity. Also consider whether the information about the 
person or group is reliable. Sometimes an untrustworthy source will pose as a 
reliable source by planting information on other sites to make it seem like they 
are legitimate. Do your best to only consult reliable sites when determining who a 
person or group is.  
 
As you find out more about who is behind the source, ask yourself whether it is 
reasonable to think that the people know what they claim to know. Is it 
reasonable to think that this person or group could know about the information 
they are discussing? Also, consider whether the people who made the source 
might have a reason to lie or to present the issue in a way that is misleading or 
only tells part of the story. A person or group may have financial or political 
reasons for trying to mislead you.  
 
Slide 8: Who controls the website? Finally, who controls the website? Is the 
person who made the content the same person who posted it online? If so, then 
then the reliability of the information mostly depends on whether that person or 
group is trustworthy, not whether the website is trustworthy. But if the content 
was posted or moderated by others, then we also need to think about whether 
that person or group is trustworthy. If a trustworthy group has posted it, then it 
lends credibility to the information. But if the content was posted or modified by a 
group that has a reason to deceive you or is not in a position to know about the 
topic, then you need to be cautious about accepting what they say at face value.  
 

2. Modelling. Show your students how you would consider whether a source is 
trustworthy, by modelling your thinking about the following site: 

 
https://youtu.be/nFqWxGkL09c  
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 Note 

• Using this particular site is only one option for modelling. You can model 
your thinking on a different site if you prefer. Also, it is not important to 
watch the video. In fact, it may be better to model your thinking without 
watching the video. Students tend to jump into the content of a website 
without sufficiently considering whether the source is reliable. Modelling 
your thinking about the source—and not the content—could be powerful 
for students.  
 

• Modelling can be especially effective for students who are new to this 
way of thinking about the trustworthiness of online sources. It may 
become less necessary as students repeatedly practice these skills.  

  
 Some points to raise when modelling your thinking about this source: 

• This video was posted on YouTube, which affects how you view the 
content. Anyone can post content to YouTube, so there is no third-party 
moderator to lend legitimacy to the content. Your evaluation of the 
trustworthiness of the source hinges mostly on your evaluation of the 
person who created the video and/or posted it online.  

 
• Consider who posted the video online and make it clear that you need to 

learn more about who or what Mad Hatter Documentaries is. Model for 
your students how you would go about searching for more information 
about Mad Hatter. (It is important to practice your search strategies 
before the lesson to make sure that your searches don’t lead to content 
that you wouldn’t want your students to see.) In this case, you will find 
that it is difficult to find any reliable information about Mad Hatter. The 
YouTube “about” page contains some vague information, but not enough 
to lend credibility to the video, so this should raise red flags for students.  

 
• Next, notice that the person who posted the video claims to be 

associated with “JASON SWIFT.” Do a search to see if you can find out 
more about “JASON SWIFT.” Again, you will struggle to find any reliable 
information about this person.  

 
• View the start of the video to see if there are any other credits for the 

video or clues about who made the video. Again, the video does not 
provide any additional clues. Point out that because we cannot find any 
information to support the idea that Mad Hatter or Jason Swift are 
reliable sources of information, we have to be very skeptical of the 
information in the video.  

 
• You may also want to point out strategies that you are NOT employing 

for determining the reliability of this particular page. In the case of 
YouTube, you may want to point out: 
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o That you are not using the number of views or likes in evaluating the 
reliability of the information on the page. Popularity does not convey 
reliability.  

 
o That you are not putting too much stock in the comments posted by 

other users unless you can verify that they are reliable.  
 

o That you are not going to just jump into watching the video to see if 
the information sounds reliable. You need some other basis for 
evaluating the reliability of the video.  

 
3. Source analysis. Have students complete the graphic organizer as they evaluate 

the reliability of these three sources.  
 

Source A: Louisiana Public Television 
Note: Watch the first 3 minutes 26 seconds of the video.  
http://ladigitalmedia.org/video_v2/asset-detail/LHLPQ 

 
Source B: House Resolution 
https://www.congress.gov/bill/111th-congress/house-resolution/1577/text  

 
Source C: Conservapedia 
http://www.conservapedia.com/Hurricane_Katrina 

 
 

4. Discussion. Have students share out their evaluations of each site. Question 
students to elicit their thinking about each site, and when necessary, guide their 
thinking about the sites and model your own thinking. Wrap up the discussion by 
asking students where else they might search for information if they wanted to 
explore the topic further.  

 
Optional extension: Have students do an open search for a source that they feel 
is a trustworthy source of information about the effects of Hurricane Katrina and 
explain why they believe it is reliable. Discuss the strategies they used to locate 
their sources, why they selected this particular source, and why they believe it is 
reliable.  

 
Notes on issues that students should raise for each source: 
 
Source A – Louisiana Public Television 
 

• Be certain that students investigated the Louisiana Digital Media Archive, 
the digital archive that housed the video. Students should note that the 
archive was a collaboration between the Louisiana state archive, a 
government organization, and Louisiana Public Media, a government 
subsidized media organization. Students should conclude that this gives 
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them some confidence that the information on the page is presented 
honestly and that the video was actually created by Louisiana Public 
Television.  

 
• Students should also note that the broadcast was made by Louisiana 

Public Television, a generally reliable news organization. Although 
students should note that even reliable news organizations can get things 
wrong, the fact that this is an established journalistic organization that is 
publicly accountable for its content lends it credibility.  

 
• Finally, the video contains the perspectives of a variety of experts on the 

topic of Hurricane Katrina and its effects, which bolsters its reliability.  
 

Source B – House Resolution 
 

• Be sure that students have investigated what congress.gov is and that 
they have considered how this might affect the reliability of the information 
on the page. Students should discover that this is the official government 
site for information about the United States legislative branch, which lends 
confidence that the information contained in the document was really a 
resolution presented to the U.S. House of Representatives. Note that 
some students may believe that the .gov in the URL makes the site 
reliable. Be sure that students understand that evaluating top-level 
domains (e.g., .com, .gov, .org) is not a failsafe way to evaluate the 
reliability of a site or the information it contains.  

 
• Students should also consider who the author of this document is and 

think about how this might affect the reliability of the document. It was 
submitted for consideration by Louisiana Representative Joseph Cao 
(along with the other six representatives from Louisiana at the time). 
Students may reason that Cao, as a representative from Louisiana, was in 
a position to know a great deal about Katrina and had access to 
information about Katrina and its effects that many citizens would not. 
However, students should also be cautious in accepting the contents of a 
House resolution without reservation. Politicians are not infallible and can 
make mistakes. They can also submit resolutions that are untrue or 
misleading for political gain. Students don’t need to speculate about the 
reliability of particular aspects of this particular resolution or question Rep. 
Cao’s motives as long as they recognize that House resolutions are not 
always perfectly reliable sources of information.  

 
Source C – Conservapedia 
 

• Students should note that Conservapedia is a wiki, which means that 
users can edit content. This does not necessarily mean that the content is 
unreliable, but students should understand that this is a potential source of 
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misinformation and that information on Conservapedia should be 
corroborated with reliable sources.  

 
• Students should also notice that the page, by design, presents a politically 

conservative interpretation of events, and its content is monitored by its 
founder and editors to ensure that it fits with their conservative ideology. 
Again, this does not mean that the information is necessarily unreliable, 
but it should be read with that perspective in mind and corroborated with 
reliable sources.  

 
 
 
 


